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I. Purpose 
The principal purpose of this study is to determine whether 
ere is any significant relationship between juvenile de-
1quency and certain personality traits. The traits used are 
Groversion - extroversion, ascendance - submission, and 
)tionality. These personality traits were selected largely 
~ause they are the traits of the only adeQuate test for this 
~ group of delinquents. A general consideration of these 
tits leads me to believe that this test should have some sig-
~icant bearing on delinquency. 
There is also a secondary reason: to determine whether 
!re is a significant connection between the chief 11 complaint 11 
Lt was responsible for their admission to the training school 
l the personality traits as indicated' above. 
II. Previous Studies 
A very few studies have been made to determine the relation-
ship. between personality traits and delinquency. The reason 
for this is obvious, personality inventories have only been 
ieveloped recently, and have not established the reputation that 
nental tests have. The measure of personality is relatively 
aew. The first personality inventory was constructed in the 
first World War, about the same time as the construction of the 
~rmy Intelligence Test. Because of the fact that such a test 
ls not as valid a? a mental test, its use was confined largely 
to the measurements of extreme deviates, particularly of the 
1eurotic type. 
Later some authors constructed tests that measure various 
personality traits. Bernrenter Personality Inventory was one of 
the first in this field. Pintner constructed a test along similar 
lines and standardized it for the ad~lescent age level. These 
lnventories were none too reliable for individual cases but they 
iid help to determine trends in groups of individuals. 
A survey of the literature of the personality of delinquents 
shows that very little has been done to establish significant 
relationships between such traits as Introvers ion-- i;xtroversion , 
~scendance--Submission, and Emotionality in their relationships 
to delinquency. 
There is a ' great deal of data on the relationship of 
intelligence and delinquency. This relationship was first 
nvestigated and many of the earlier writers found it very 
ignificant. Terman, Goddard, and others seemed to think that 
he main cause of delinquency was defective intellect. When 
elinquents and non-delinquents of the same social and economical 
tatus were compared, however, much of this difference disappeared. 
ore recently an attempt was made to determine what relation, if 
ny, there is between the level of intelligence of delinquents 
nd the type of crime committed . 
Burkey, for example, studied 198 case s under the age of 21, 
about half of the boys were normal in intell igence, half sub-
.ormal. Those of normal intell i gence began their delinquencies 
elatvely more frequently by stealing than those who were sub-
.ormal, whereas the reverse obtained for sex delinquencies. 
'ruancy was equally charact eristic of the two intelligence groups . n-
Stating this relationship in a differ ent vmy , another 
1tudent of delinquency used the Pintner-Patters on Scale of In-
;elligence on 42 normal and 48 delinquent children. This i s a 
>erformance test and t he verbal factor is lar gely eliminat ed , 
lence the educational factor is minimized , a factor t hat always 
1as a strong negative correlation with delinquency . Ti1is writer 
!Oncludes that "the mean deviation for normal chi l dren is 1. 02 
vhile the mean deviation for delinquent childr en is 1.68 11 • 
'This diference", the writer concludes, 11 se ems to be a criterion 
1. Ro Eo Burkey, J. Juv. Res. 16, 144. 
for delinquencyn.2 This means then that delinquents as a group 
scatter considerably more than the normal in a frequency dis-
tribution., 
J'. E .. Moore tried to equate the 'selection' factor by using 
as the control group 'institutionalized dependent boys of the 
same age range•. He gave the Otis S-A test to 152 institutional-
ized delinquent boys between 14-181 and to 157 institutionalized 
iependent boys of the same age range. "Both groups gave scores 
below the norms for the test, that it., below the normal group 
~f boys, but the median Otis IQ of the delinquent boys was sig-
o.ificantly lower than the median of the dependent boys.n3 
C .. Aa Charles, using the Kuhlmann-Anderson intelligence 
test, found that public school boys in St. Louis between the 
3..ges of 12 and 16 are "superior to the boys in the same age in 
aeform schools".4 This author holds that "the criminality of a 
~erson should be determined from the behavioristic point of 
1riew; that the personality of criminals is not ,different from 
that of other members of society; and that forces largely beyond 
the control of the individual play the leading role in the 
formation of the criminal personalityn .. 4 
Another type of study of delinquents that has recently been 
orought to our attention in psychological research literature is 
2. Pintner-Paterson scale of intelligence. Bull. Soc. Psyhol. 
~ed~ Sibin • ., 1937, 4, 30-33. 
3 .. J. E. Moore, J'. Educ. Psychol., ' 19371 28, 355-366. 
4 0 C .. Ar. Charles, J'e Appl .. Psychol., 1936 1 20, 499-510. 
;hat of attitude-interest inventories. This is, however, so 
~ecent a venture that only few studies have so far appeared. 
!. E. Ordoroff and D. B. Harris made a study of 412 delin~uent 
>oys from the Minnesota State Training School and a control 
:roup of non-delinquents. They used the Pressey's Interest-
Lttitude Tests. Scores were compared with those made by boys 
,f equivalent CA in a high school s i t uated in a delinquency area, 
.nd with those made of unselected boys. "The study clearly 
.ndicates that delinquent boys are more l i ke non-delinquents who 
:ome from similar social backg round than delinquents are like 
nselected boys in genera18115 The correlation test score with 
ental ability is sufficient to account for some of the de-
inquent retardation~ The authors, however, question the use-
ullness of the test with young or dull subjects "because of the 
ossibility of the subjects checking verbal stimuli which t hey 
o not comprehend".5 
More literature may be found on emotionality and delinquency 
han any other personality trait. The r eason for this is obvious. 
ost of these boys are maladjusted socially and such maladjustment 
reduces emotional conflicts of various kinds. There are certain 
ersonal and family relationships in which the delinquent is 
rdinarily deficient. The delinquent shows little of the true 
oyalties that is evinced by so many people in general@ The 
oyalty to parents is lacking, and lack of confidence is common 
5. M. E. Ordoroff and D~ B. Harris, Jc Educ. Psychol., 1942, 
3, 13-24. 
mong juvenile delinquents. In the follovring studies is con-
irmed what most of us suspect, namely, loyalty to the peer group 
nd guidance by the group rather than loyalty to parents and 
uidance by parents. 
"The hypothesis is advanced that 'the lack of cluse emotional 
ie between most delin~uent children and their parents results in 
ut superficial assimilation of the moral values and ideals of 
he parents by the children', which is possibly a basic factor 
n delinquency. Groups of 25 delinquent boys and ~5 non-delinquent 
oys, and socio-economic status, were verbally given three stories 
o complete. In a situation calling for choice bet~een parents 
nd a friend, both in need of help, t he delinquent boys chos e the 
riend signil'icantly more f r equently. There was no significant 
ifference between the groups in a play situation calling for a 
hoice between the advice of parents and tne advice of f riends. 
n a situation where there v1as a chance t o f o:i.low or reject the 
ivice of a parent against stealing, the delinquent group sig-
ificantly more often rejected the advice. Hel atively weak 
ttachment to parents as evidenced by choice of a friend over 
arents in a hypothetical emergency is found to be highly corre-
ated with a tendancy to neglect parental advice, which combination 
12 s found significantly more often in the group of delin<J,uents. n° 
Courthial7 made a careful study of delinquent girls with 
6. H. Tucker, J. Psychol., 1943, 15, 31-qO. 
7. Stagner, Psychology of Personality, 1967, p. 160. 
~erence to emotional sensitivity. He found a considerable 
~ference between the average dilinquent and the non-delinquent 
.•l, so much so that there is less than one chance in 10 ., ooo 
Lt a similar study would find the non-delinquent group more 
>tional. Other studies report similar studies for delinquent 
'S. Mathewse found a definite tendency for scores on t he 
istionnaire to decrease as normal boys grew older ~ but several 
Ldies by Slawson indicate t ha t the delinquent boy will continue 
make a very high score even up to the age of 16 or 18. Cady,8 
.ng similar questionnaire, found that boys in a reform school 
> had been rated •incorrigible' made somewhat higher scores 
m the unselected population of the school. This, then, shows 
Lt there is lack of agreement among students of delinquency on 
>tional sensitivity which may be due to the •selection' factor, 
different types of measuring instruments, or to different 
;hods of analysis~ 
No studies have appeared in recent years indicatingpossible 
.ationships between delinquency and introversion-extraversion, 
l between delinquency and ascendancy and submission. Just off 
1d, it would seem that the shy, retiring, seclusive, sensitive 
l might commit some characteristic acts of delinquency while the 
;ravert might commit others. Furthermore, most delinqunts 
>uld be somewhat aggressive and rebellious and this could be 
tsured on an ascendancy-submission scale, but no studies have 
>eared recently to indicate such a connection. 
8. Stagner, Psychology of Personality, 1957, p. 160 . 
III. Description of Present Study 
I first became interested in juvenile delinquents at 
1tchinson State Reformatory, at Hutchinson, Kansas. I naturally 
~c~e familiar with a number of cases that held outstanding 
iterest for psycho1og·ical study. One of these cases I remember 
1s of a negro, young, handsome and talented. He could play the 
Lano beautifully but he was said to be treacherous. At the time 
was more interested in a permanent cure for such cases than 
~ying to find the fundamental causes for crime and delinquency. 
1 this, however, J found I was making the wrong approach to the 
~oblem. So when Dr. Rigg suggested that I take a personality 
~st of 100 boys at Pauls Valley State Training School, the idea 
1trigued me. 
It was in the winter of 193~ that I presented the Personality 
ist to 100 inmates of this State Training School for o:e.1:ip.qu.en:t 
ien age boys. I have never felt any resentment toward ,yoUI1.g 
>YS of this type because they have done something unwise in the 
res of the law.. It is nearly always caused by some sort of 
•ong start in life or some type of personal neglect that 
:caJioned such a misstep. So when this study is presented to 
Le public it will not be by name but by number that the scores 
.11 be madeo This, I am sure, will spare the feelings of my 
>ung friends whom I hope in due time will browse in university 
.brarieso 
To make a personality study ·of juvenile delinquents, 
Lis test was presented to one hundred male inmates of the 
:ate Training School at Pauls Valley. The three aspects 
1f personality that this inventory contained were~ ascendance-
.ubmission; extraversion-introversion, and emotionality. This 
.nventory was chosen because it was constructed for the age 
·ange of the delinquent boys that I proposed to study. The test 
ras constructed by Pintner and others and is known as Pintner's 
,spects of Personality testp The latest edition published in 
.938 was used. The first section of the test contains thirty-five 
.tems for measuring ascendance-submission; the second section 
.ikewise contains thirty-five items on extraversion-introversion; 
Lild the third section contains forty-four items on emotionality. 
rine of the forty-four items are not scored~ however? since they 
Lre non-significant i terns for emotionality. This then leaves a 
;otal of thirty-five on emotionality. These were preented to the 
>OYS in the form of a game called same-different in order to 
~liminate as much as possible the idea they are taking a test. Two 
;quares are prepared in the following manner s D 
~ake for example one item in the test: I like my school. If the 
:hild likes his school, he puts a cross in tl1e square containing s. 
[f he does not like his school, he puts a cross in Dv 
TABULATION OF SCORES 
The procedure for giving the test is prescribed by a Manual 
1nd this was.strictly adhered to. The scores obtained in terms of 
;hose in agreement with the key were determined for each person 
:1.nd then converted by tables in the Manual of Directions into 
;:>ercentile rank for each of the three personality traits .. These 
ire listed belowQ Those under section one are ascendance-sub-
nission ranks; those under section two are extraversion-introversic 
iD 
mks, while the third section denotes emotionality percentile 
I 
1.nks. The names of the boys, of course, are not given but are 
1dicated by number since we are interested not in any given 
1dividual but rather in the group as a whole. 
h. Sec. I Sec, II Sec, III No, Sec, I Sec. II Sec, III 
L 42 97 66 2 77 93 27 
s 95 97 09 4 71 83 42 
) 98 83 18 6 37 79 75 
7 63 99 36 8 100 83 03 
:) 96 55 36 10 77 79 27 
l 95 83 06 12 77 97 05 
) 98 79 02 14 88 69 18 
) 88 79 08 16 88 79 09 
7 88 79 03 18 88 42 66 
) 77 79 06 20 77 69 18 
L 27 98 36 22 71 42 42 . 
) 55 42 ~ 53 24 90 42 18 
) 96 42 42 26 42 32 75 
( 63 42 36 28 95 42 04 
} 90 32 13 c,O 15 55 66 
.. 63 55 88 32 77 16 53 
5 42 42 53 r • Ll. ..) ~ 42 55 36 
) 37 69 27 36 77 55 00 
7 19 55 66 38 71 55 02 
' 77 13 36 40 77 42 06 37 79 05 42. 88 24 08 
71 42 08 44 96 22 00 
) 05 22 92 46 88 24 02 
7 55 32 27 48 71 32 13 
' 71 32 08 50 77 32 00 L 77 32 01 52 15 83 12 
) 55 42 08 54 88 09 09 
) 77 22 05 56 63 32 09 
7 15 69 18 58 27 69 08 
' 88 24 00 60 19 
32 53 
L 96 02 02 62 37 09 53 
s 63 32 05 64 42 55 10 
) 01 55 42 66 00 97 01 
7 90 06 00 68 ?l 42 03 
) 15 06 75 70 ?7 00 18 
L 55 09 27 78 27 55 06 
) 55 32 02 74 27 24 13 
) 00 79 00 76 77 02 01 
7 15 22 42 78 63 02 10 
) 55 06 12 80 05 22 42 
L 42 22 02 82 00 32 36 
) 42 24 01 84 06 24 36 
2.,_ Sec, I Sec, II Sec, III No, Sec. I 
5 42 22 01 86 15 
7 37 24 00 88 19 
9 06 42 10 90 42 
1 37 02 08 92 15 
:3 27 05 05 94 15 
5 27 01 06 96 19 
7 06 05 18 98 01 



















The average score for these boys in Number 1 Ascendance-
u.bmission is 20.41 which equals a percentile of 80. The average 
core for Number 2 Extraversion-introversion is 21.04 which ~Quals 
~ percentile. The average score for Number 3 Emotionality is 
).83 or a percentile of 8~ For the average boy, who is not in 
I I 
1ch an institutio"n., we found for each of these abilities to be 50. 
The following will show the mean and the distribution for the 
1tire group of 100 boys .. 
~rcentile 
) - 100 
) 95 
) - 90 
) - 85 
) - 80 
) - 75 
) - 70 
) - 65 
) - 60 
) - 55 
) - 50 
) - 45 
) - 40 
) - 35 
> - 30 
) - 25 
> - 20 
) - 15 
) - 10 
) - 5 































>r Section I, Median equals 59.16. 
>r Section II, Median equals 44.63. 
>r Section III, Median equals 10.6~. 













The following distr ibuti on is a group of 38 students who 
ere brought to Pauls Valley on charges of some sort of theft. 
ere en tile score Sec. I Sec. 
;) - lOO 4 2 
) - 95 0 
) - 90 L1 
) - 85 0 2 
) - 80 7 5 
) - 75 3 
) - 70 0 l 
) - 65 1 
) - 60 3 2 
) - 55 0 
) 50 0 
) 45 3 2 
- 40 2 
- 35 0 8 
- 30 2 
- 25 0 6 
- 20 5 





- 5 2 5 
>r Section I,. Median equals 60. 
>r Section II,. Median equals 31. 87. 
>r Section III., Median equals 8.18. 




















The following illustrates the number of run-aways that are 













.e median for Section I is .63.,. for Section II, 55, and for 
:ct ion III.,. .. 01. 
A.n analysis of the data indicates two sets of facts. The 
•· 
r~'i:; a.na mos t important set is stated in medians and the second 
. di'stributions. 
' 
The median deiinquent in this study falls in the 59 per-
ntiJ.e rank in the dominance-submission .trait of personality. 
1is indicates that he is slightly above the average non-delin-
1ent according to the norms established by Pintner for an 
~selected group of this age range. Pintner points out in his 
:1.Ilual that only a very low score or a very high score is sig-
Lficant for individual diagnosis. However:, for group diagnosis 
percentile of 59 seems significant. It shows that on the 
1ole the group is ascendant. Pintner believes that children 
1ose score are in the 90th percentile should be watched closely 
> see that they do not develop into inconsiderate., domi~eeripg 
1dividuals, who like to bully and dominate others in their own 
1dividual gratifi?atione Thirteen of the delinquents belong 
> the 90th percentile and abovee This is, of course, a much 
trger number than would be found in the average populati~n of 
13 
1e same age range. In most normal distributions., the frequencies 
>llow a bell-shaped curve., but in the ascendance-submission 
Lstribution it is almost a rectilinear distribution. There are 
> many at the ends of the distribution as in the middle. In fact., 
ie istempted to say that this is a bi-modal distribution., with 
3wer in the middle than towards the end. This might indicate 
iat delinquents are divided into two groups, pronounced ascendant 
id pronounced submissive individuals. 
In the introversion and extraversion traits., nothing very 
3fini te was found. The group ranks in the 44 percentile, a 
Lttle lower than the average child of that age, and the dis-
~ibution is aJ.most normal except a tendency to pile up at the 
ctreme end of the introvert scal·e.. This is., of course, what 
~e might suspect. Extreme introverts are likely maladjusted 
inotionally and a study of emotionality seems to confirm this. 
The most significant finding of this study is the emotion-
lity trait of the delinquents. The median percentile rank of 
he group was 10.63 whereas the median percentile rank of un-
elected groups is 50. This is clearly a significant difference. 
,ince the number of cases and the standard deviation are not 
iven in the standardization of the test., it is not possible . 
,O determine the critical ratio., but there is no question about 
;his being statistically a significant difference. Another 
.·eature that is very significant is the piling ·:up of scores 
;oward the lower ranges of emotionality. In fact, almost half 
>f the scores are below 10 percentile rank. Pintner interprets 
rery low scores like these as indicative of 11lack of emotional 
)alance. Su.ch ratings point to the psuchoneurotic type of 
Lndividual. Such a child is likely to be flighty, easily upset; 
1e probably has anger outbursts or temper tantrum;,;he may have 
nany fears and anxieties; minor excitements may cause psychic 
shocks out of all proportion to their stimu11n.9 
The writer tried to secure data on intelligence, scholastic 
achievement, home status, and 11 chief complaint" that brought 
l +-
them to the institution., but much of the data furnished was so 
incomplete that only an analysis of the chief complaint has been 
undertaken. Theft seems to be the chief complaint. Incorrigibili· 
9. Pintner, Rudolph, Aspects of Personality., Manual of Direct-
ions, 1938. 
15 
and running-away are mentioned a number of times but these· two 
complaints represent so small a number that th0dita_ is not 
statistically reliable. Delinquency is mentioned a numbe'r o-f 
timesbut the writer has not been able to get a clear meaning of 
this term other than the way in which it is gen~rally used, that 
i~., a term that includes all antisocial acts of juveniles punish-
able by law. 
A study of the distribution of personality traits of de-
linquents accused of theft shows about the same trends as that 
of the group as a whole. Ascendance-submission averages are just 
about the same., ~he theft group seems to be lower in extraversion-
introversion, and this seems reasonable when one conside.vs the 
type of person that usually commits thefts. The median score on 
theft is still lower in emotionality than that of the group as 
~ whole~ No definite conclusions., however, can be dravm from the 
iata .. 
IV. Conclusion 
The findings of this study indicate that the only trait 
hat shows a significant relationship is that of. emotionality. 
he difference between the median scores of the non-delinquent 
nd the delinquent is so great that one is forced to accept this 
s a significant difference. The frequency distribution is 
ighly skewed toward the extreme end of emotionality, which 
eems to indicate that about half the delinquents are emotionally 
nstable. 
There is a slight tendency for the group·to be ascendant rathe1 
h.an sllbmissive,. but the distribution is not of the normal 
ell-shaped type~ It is rather bi-modal., indicating that the 
roup is 'composed of extreme ascendant and extreme submissive 
ndividualse There are very few in the middle of the distribution 
~dicating few average individualse 
In the trait of introversion-extraversion, nothing significant 
s.s found. The average delinquent's scores corresponded to the 
rerage non-delinquent's score. To make this study more adequate~ 
group of 100 boys should be selected from the same economiG 
Cl.d social status (or delinquency area) as a control group. The 
se of a normal group of boys is not a fair standard of comparison 
:>r boys in training institutionsw Wnether such a control group 
:rnld eliminate the differences above listed is hard to say. It 
3 quite likely that it might eliminate all but differences in 
notionality .. 
BIBLIOGRAPHY 
Burkey, R. E., A St at istical St udy of t he Sequence of Successive 
Delinguenci es . J. Juv. Res . 16 . 
Charles , C. A., J. ~ . Psychol . , 19~6 , 20 . 
Moore, J. E. , J. F.duc. Psychol . ,, 1937, ~8 . 
Ordoroff, M. E., and Harr is , D. B.y J. Educ . Psychol ., 1942, 33 . 
Pintner-Paterson scale of i nt elli gence . Bull . Soc. Psychol . Med . 
Sibin. 1937, 4 . 
Tucker, H., J. Psychol., 1943, 15. 
Stagner, Psychology of ,Personality , 1937. 
